S2090

communities knew a George Floyd of
their own. Names of friends and col-
leagues who were tragically Kkilled or
suffered the brutal sting of racism
sprang to their tongues. They still do.

Philando Castile, Ahmaud Arbery,
Breonna Taylor, Trayvon Martin, Eric
Garner, Daniel Prude, Sandra Bland—
each circumstance different, the under-
lying tragedy much the same. Their
names, and countless others, serve as a
reminder that a single verdict in a sin-
gle trial will never be enough.

It wasn’t long ago that excessive
force by police was never caught on
iPhones or body cameras. It was out of
sight and often beyond the reach of the
law, which gave almost reflexive def-
erence to police officers who were
brought to trial, if they were ever
brought to trial.

So this was an important event for
the American justice system. Not only
were the events concerning George
Floyd caught on camera, but the of-
fending officer was tried and convicted
in a court of law. Let it serve as the
proper deterrent—a deterrent that
should have existed long ago—to the
kind of egregious misconduct that led
to George Floyd’s death.

However, and most certainly, we
should not mistake a guilty verdict in
this case as evidence that the per-
sistent problem of police misconduct
has been solved or that the divide be-
tween law enforcement and so many of
the communities they serve has been
bridged. It has not.

We must remain diligent in our ef-
forts to bring meaningful change to po-
lice departments across the country, to
reform practices and training, and the
legal protections that grant too great a
shield to police officers guilty of mis-
conduct.

We also must remain diligent in
striving to root out the racial bias in
our society: in our healthcare system,
in jobs, in housing, in the economy, in
the boardroom and at the ballot box,
on our streets, and in our schools.

This goes way beyond party or polit-
ical faction. Racism strikes at the very
core of this country. Justice—true jus-
tice—will not come until we finally
banish the ancient poison of racism
from the American soul.

The Senate will continue that work
as we strive to ensure that George
Floyd’s tragic death will not be in
vain. We will not rest until the Senate
passes strong legislation to end this
systemic bias in law enforcement.

———
NOMINATION OF VANITA GUPTA

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, now
on a related subject, part of that effort,
though modest, is installing com-
mitted, experienced, compassionate
civil rights leaders in positions of
power in the Justice Department, our
Nation’s top law enforcement Agency.
It just so happens that, today, the Sen-
ate will vote on the confirmation of
Ms. Vanita Gupta to be the next Asso-
ciate Attorney General.
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Not only is Ms. Gupta the first
woman of color to ever be nominated
to the position, she is the first civil
rights attorney ever to be nominated
to the position—the third ranking offi-
cial in the Justice Department. That is
shocking, really. We never have had a
former civil rights attorney serving in
such a position of prominence at the
Justice Department. In that sense
alone, Ms. Gupta would bring a long
overdue perspective to our Federal law
enforcement Agency.

Just to give you a sense of Ms.
Gupta’s commitment to civil rights
and racial equity, in her very first case
after law school, she won the release of
several African Americans who had
been wrongly convicted by all-White
juries in Texas. Her clients later won a
full pardon from Texas Governor Rick
Perry.

At a time when our country needs to
make strides against racial injustice,
how can we not install one of the Na-
tion’s top civil rights lawyers at the
Department of Justice? How can our
colleagues not rise to the occasion—
our colleagues on the other side of the
aisle—and vote for her? I am so, so
troubled by the fact that they are vir-
tually unanimously against such a fine
person who is needed so much at this
time.

Yes, but, unfortunately, Ms. Gupta
might be the first nominee in this Con-
gress where the vote falls entirely
down on party lines. I hope it doesn’t
come to that. The effort to elevate
highly qualified civil rights attorneys
like Ms. Gupta should be bipartisan.

I urge my colleagues—all of them,
and particularly my friends on the
other side of the aisle—to vote in favor
of Ms. Gupta’s nomination today.

———
ENDLESS FRONTIER ACT

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on a
different matter here, for nearly a cen-
tury, America’s national security and
economic security has been grounded
in our scientific and technological su-
periority, often supported by smart in-
vestments by the Federal Government.
But in recent years, countries like
China have closed the gap with the
United States. If we fail to respond,
they will overtake us, with drastic con-
sequences for our workers, businesses,
allies, and partners around the world.

It is long past time for the United
States to make the next wave of in-
vestments to fix dangerous weak spots
in our economy and preserve our place
as the world leader in science and tech-
nology, which then leads to millions of
good-paying jobs here in this country.

So, today, I am proud to join with my
friend the Republican Senator from In-
diana, Senator YOUNG, and several of
my colleagues from both sides to re-
introduce the Endless Frontier Act. It
is a big, bold, and bipartisan initiative
to propel American science and tech-
nology into the 21st century. Let me
stress that last point. This bill is bipar-
tisan.
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As Senator YOUNG and I have worked
on the bill over the past several
months, several Senators from both
sides have been added as original co-
sponsors: six Democrats and six Repub-
licans. That is because there is a bipar-
tisan consensus that the United States
must invest in the technologies of the
future to outcompete China. Whichever
nation develops new technologies first,
be they democratic or authoritarian,
will set the terms for their use. The
stakes for personal privacy and per-
sonal liberties, as well as for national
security, economic security, and mi-
nority rights around the globe, are
simply enormous.

So at the center of this legislation is
a $100 billion investment in research,
commercialization, and workforce
training in the kinds of technology
that will play an outsized role in the
future—semiconductors, artificial in-
telligence, quantum computing, and
5G, to name a few.

Another $10 billion would foster the
development of technological hubs
around the country. We want to see
Silicon Valleys across the country,
from my home State of New York and
upstate to communities in the South,
to the Midwest, to other places that
rarely get the attention they merit de-
spite the potential of their workforces,
their institutions, and their links to
the global economy.

Technological growth in jobs should
not be limited to a few centers in
America, and this bill attempts to
spread it to other communities as well.
It will also strengthen the critical sup-
ply chains in the United States and
with global allies and partners. The
Endless Frontier Act is exactly what
we need to reinvigorate American
science and technology, to promote our
national security, and to create the
jobs of the future.

I have committed to put a bipartisan,
competitive-related bill on the floor of
the Senate. The Endless Frontier Act
will be a central part of that legisla-
tion. We will also push for emergency
spending to implement the bipartisan
semiconductor manufacturing provi-
sions in last year’s Defense bill.

Another potential component, led by
Senators Menendez and Risch, is being
marked up in the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee this week. This is ex-
actly what our Republican colleagues
have asked for when it comes to reg-
ular order.

We are marking up bipartisan bills in
committee and considering bipartisan
amendments here on the floor. We have
just seen this back process play out on
the anti-Asian hate crimes bill this
week, and next week we are going to
follow it up with a water infrastructure
bill that is also thoroughly bipartisan.

Our efforts to cement another cen-
tury of American economic leadership
should be no different—thoroughly bi-
partisan.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.
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The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

———

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized.

——
BIDEN ADMINISTRATION

Mr. MCcCCONNELL. Mr. President,
early on, a major theme of the Biden
administration has been false adver-
tising. We have the so-called COVID re-
lief bill that broke a long bipartisan
streak on pandemic response and only
spent 1 percent of the money on vac-
cinations.

We have the reintroduction of a
sprawling election takeover bill that
Democrats wrote years ago under the
guise that it is a commonsense voting
rights bill.

We have a President who ran on pro-
tecting norms flirting with proposals
to hot-wire the Senate rules and pack
the Supreme Court. And then we have
the latest example, where even one Ivy
League expert says Democrats’ spin
“does a bit of violence to the English
language.”” They have assembled a
patchwork of leftwing social engineer-
ing programs and want to label it ‘‘in-
frastructure.”

Now, as I pointed out before, the first
notable thing about the Biden adminis-
tration’s plan is what it doesn’t focus
on. Less than 6 percent of the alleged
infrastructure bill would invest in
roads and bridges. The total amount of
funding it would direct to roads,
bridges, ports, waterways, and airports
combined—all together—adds up to less
than what it would spend just on elec-
tric cars.

The far left sees a strong family re-
semblance between these proposals and
their socialist Green New Deal. Yester-
day, the House and Senate authors of
that manifesto reintroduced it, while
noting and boasting that the DNA of
the Green New Deal is all over Presi-
dent Biden’s legislative proposals. No
wonder that White House’s document
rolling out the President’s bill men-

tioned the words ‘climate” and
“‘union” more often than ‘‘roads’ and
“bridges.”’

It would pick winners and losers in
automotive manufacturing. It would
force-feed the electrical grid some of
the least reliable forms of energy. It
would hector school cafeterias to stop
using paper plates and force new stand-
ards and mandates on family homes.

And the relative pittance this pro-
posal does allocate to actual infra-
structure would have to creep through
a tangled environmental review proc-
ess. Without serious permitting reform,
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it won’t build back better; it will build
back never.

But at least some of these bad ideas
have a tangential relationship to the
actual concept of infrastructure, not so
for some other statements we have
heard from actual Democrats in recent
days:

Climate action is infrastructure.

Police accountability is infrastructure.

Caregiving is infrastructure.

Supreme Court expansion is infrastructure.

Now, unsurprisingly, this liberal om-
nibus is not exactly an efficient engine
for driving our economy. The White
House’s inflated claims of expected job
creation have been fact-checked and
received Pinocchios from the Wash-
ington Post.

Even under the rosiest scholarly as-
sumptions—the rosiest assumptions—
the White House’s own favored esti-
mates, taxpayers would pay more than
$800,000 for each job the plan might cre-
ate. Now, I know a lot of small busi-
nesses that could create more than one
job if we handed them $800,000.

And then there are the tax hikes.
This proposal is a Trojan horse to roll
back the historic 2017 tax reform plan
that helped spur big-time wage growth
and the best job market in a genera-
tion before COVID-19. So the adminis-
tration’s proposal bears little resem-
blance to the bipartisan infrastructure
bill Americans need and deserve. It just
reads like customer service for the rad-
ical fringe.

————
NOMINATION OF VANITA GUPTA

Mr. McCCONNELL. Mr. President, now
on another matter, over the past few
months, Senate Republicans have made
clear we believe a President is entitled
to choose qualified, mainstream nomi-
nees to staff the executive branch and
receive prompt and fair treatment
from the Senate. I would say the 50
Senate Republicans have treated Presi-
dent Biden’s nominees considerably
more fairly than Senate Democrats
treated the last President’s, but the
nominee we are considering this week
is way outside the mainstream.

I will strongly oppose confirming
Vanita Gupta to serve as Associate At-
torney General, and I would urge col-
leagues to do the same. Ms. Gupta has
spent her career, in large part, as an
activist for leftwing causes. Her work
for high-profile liberal interest groups
and the Obama Justice Department
have left a record of astoundingly rad-
ical positions. Those far-left positions
were loud and proud until this prospect
of promotion seemed to change the
nominee’s tune.

Previously, this nominee stated that
‘“‘states should decriminalize simple
possession of all drugs.” She said
‘“‘states should decriminalize simple
possession of all drugs.” Ah, but now
Ms. Gupta claims her position has
“‘evolved.”

At her confirmation hearing, she re-
fused to say she would accept any—
any—limitation on abortions, up to
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and including partial-birth. That puts
her at odds with nearly 70 percent of
Americans across the political spec-
trum.

Recently, Ms. Gupta has insisted she
can be trusted to oppose efforts to
defund law enforcement, but she told
the Judiciary Committee just last year
that State and local leaders should
“heed calls” from groups demanding
that they decrease—decrease—police
budgets.

This nomination has revealed a
lengthy trail of radical claims and
hasty backtracks, but there are also
questions of temperament. The nomi-
nee has repeatedly amplified leftwing
fearmongering toward judicial nomi-
nees and sitting Federal judges. She
has levied ad hominem attacks on
Members of this body. And during the
confirmation process, she employed the
loosest possible interpretation of her
oath to deliver honest testimony, even
drawing the ire of the liberal Wash-
ington Post for transparent flip-flops
and misleading Senators about her own
public statements.

This nominee contrasts sharply—
sharply—with the resume and reputa-
tion of Attorney General Garland,
whom I voted to confirm. The White
House needs to make a better choice
for this key post. The Senate should
create that opportunity by voting no
today.

————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

————

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed.

————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion and resume consideration of the
following nomination, which the clerk
will report.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Vanita Gupta, of Virginia, to
be Associate Attorney General.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The majority whip.

INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, before
making a comment related to Vanita
Gupta, which is before the Senate, I
would like to respond briefly to the mi-
nority leader Senator MCCONNELL’S re-
marks.

The Senate is a venerable institu-
tion, but when it comes to defining in-
frastructure in the 21st century, what
we are hearing from the other side of
the aisle is not venerable thinking. It
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